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/ 1. A very high percentage, in some areas up to 95%, of the former type of sol~
lective farma cateblished by the Tito regime ip Yugoslavis have beec decen-~
tralized. 84ill, & relatively large numder of collective farms remain in
the area north of Belgrade and ic Macedonila. Many of the ceollective farms P
are composed of arsas that were vacated by Italians and wealthy Yugoslavs I
who ware forced out of their hcldings after World War II. Most farms that i
D have remained as collectives are those that exist undexr. very favorable con- [
! ditione and arc :sumlly operated with & high degree of mechenization. .

25X1X 2. Durinog the eprizg of 1953 B - oooooont ogriculturalist i

located in Celje, 8lcvenia, He .nformed |11 but one of the collec- 25X1X
tive farms in this ar.a had deen recently disbdanded, The remalning collec- K
tive was cne that had been colonized by peasants after World War II and.bad the || -
most favoratle opportunities anld conditions for survival «s a colleciive. ]
This mgriculturist also statsd that the government was eponsoring & progiam )

| involving state farms which are oxgonlzed, not as collactives, but as Ifarme j:

| on which the laborers and peasarta are employed on & wage basis. He amid !

i that a state faxm so orgenized was now ir the Celje area end was ured as en i
experinental area and ror demonstration farming. I

3. One problem that confronts the rural pessent is the differsnces that axiat
in policiaes between central and local authorities. Under one law, vwhich
waa passed around 1950, peasants were given assurance by the central govern~
ment that they could decide whether their farms should be collectivized or
not. Most peasants belisve that the. central goevernment had decided that
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many collectives then in cxistence should not continue ee such becausé of ;
their lack of productivity. However, the peasants en:countered conside};ra‘ble i
trouble with ilocal Communists +who controll : their areas since the Commu -~ !
niste did not want to see collectives breaking up as this act 1ndicate:(1 a ' ‘
fallure on their part. Local leaders were usually ex-Partisans and, inas- -
much ag the na“ional government hed liberalized its policy concerning ‘gol- '
lectives, it was & paradox for them tc disband zollectives while the over-

25X1X  8ll governmental pelicy was dlrected towards communal activity. Tae e~ !

: action of the Communist leader:s I i~ thet it appeared that they i

failed to understand the over-all natiomal polizsy. | : i

25X1X L, _the main reason for liberalizatio= of the dollective fa.m pclicy ! ,I
: was just as Tito stated: *hat the collectives were simply not producirhg. 3 l :

Tito and his goverrment have now adopted the "voluntary"™ method of fag@ning
in contras* to .the forced poiicy of the USSR.. The Tito, govermmentd has; ap-
parently realized that the old censsrvative reasants idid not work out“'suc- i g
cessfully once ithey were placed in a collsclive. Mady collcetives orgenized
by the Tito government turned cut to be unprofitable [with but a few bt;a;tng

satisfactory. Most successful collectives were those operated by people who !
wanted to see +them work and who thought in terms of the end and not tl‘"{e means 1

to the end. ! : |

' i |
5. The reactisn of the individual pessapt tc the governxi;ent's relaxationﬁ of its
controls over collectives was that the reasant believed thet 1t was a‘giefea‘c i
for the regime and a defeat for soclalism. The peazants viewed the break- !
up of collective farms as "socialism has been tried and doesn't work™. Most
peasants are very conservative and the failure of collectives has madél them
suspicious and cauticus of any tew methcds of sgriculture such as the\ use of
mechanized farm equipment. The Tito government itself has admi ;ted that some i
of the collestives were mistakes but ther trisd to minimize this statement. i
After the literalization of the gevernment's policy there was a flood of pea-
santa endeavoring to break out of the ccllectives, most of vhom had hp’rbored i
pent-up desires to recover their former lard. The laxge number of peglsants |
who wanted to leave collectives surprised the govermment which did not expect :
very many ¢ go. As a resuit the Tito government decided that 1t mus‘t: take i
steps to organtze a better type of ccllective, %o inaugurate a different sys- |
tem o€ oparating the collectives, Lo Lncrease the acope of colloctivp: activ- !
itiex and tc set up cother measures. One examplie oféthe proposed chenges 1s
the expansic:- of the collectives' program %o cover moxe than Just the‘ buying
2nd selling ot farm producis, : i
\

6. Due to the 1932 drought the Yugoslav government entefed into contract" with
the peasants which provided for producers to sell their products in advance i
at a rate above & price which the government wculd establish at a later date. |
After sufficlent sonusachts are antered into the government then establiskes :
+he contractual price and aiso imports additional grain to be sold n':.i T orier
than the cort=actual . :tce. This is done tc demonstrete to those poasants
unwilling to contract with the governmenit that 1t i to their advantabe to
do 8o as they are forced ic sell their producte et lower than the pru;v‘ailins
price. Another feature of tnis program is vhat it insgures the delivery of

" a definite amount of produce. The goverament itself does not 1nterf‘ re with ;
the peasants as to the distrabution of thelr products; however, the government ‘
does impose all types cf limitations 3¢ that the peasents realize thn;t. the

government do=s have the final word cver their produ@:tion.
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